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SULPHITE OF SODA IN CHOLERA.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,-As the cholera is again showing a disposition to pay
a European visit, I think it may be useful to publish in your
columns, if you permit me that distinction, a remedy that ap-
peared of value in some extreme cases of choleraic diarrhoea
that were under my care some two years back. The drug,
then, that seemed to be so useful was the sulphite (not sulphate)
of soda, and it was used in the following manner :-One ounce of
the sulphite of soda was dissolved in eleven ounces and a half
of water, to which half an ounce of laudanum was added; and
of this mixture half a tablespoonful was given, with the same
quantity of milk, every twenty minutes. The ordinary plans
for keeping up the circulation were also employed, such as
poultices to the belly and legs, &c.; and the cases all did well :
therefore I am disposed to praise the bridge (perhaps too
much), because it carried me over. I do not offer any theory
as to the gnodzts operandi of the sulphite, but I hope that it
may prove as useful in other hands as it has proved in mine.
I have the honour to be, Sir, your very obedient servant,
Withern Alford, Oct. 1856. W. C. CALTHROP. I
AMPUTATION OF THE THIGH.
W. C. B. FIFIELD, M.R.C.S.L.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,-Having had the honour of being dresser at the London
Hospital in 1853-54, I am of course anxious to do all I can
to add my mite to the credit of the instructions received
within its walls. When I arrived in America, June 14th, 1854,
the operation of Mr. Luke for amputation of the thigh, al-
though known by means of the English publications, had not,
to my knowledge, been attempted either in public or private
practice. Since that time, I have had the opportunity of
amputating four times by this method,-namely, one of the
shoulder-joint, two of the thigh, and one of the forearm. The
medical gentlemen who have been present have expressed their
satisfaction at the rapidity of the operation, and the accuracy
with which the flaps come together. The recovery of all these
cases was excellent; the stumps perfect, the greater part
uniting by the first intention. The peculiar method of dressing
practised by Mr. Luke was adopted in all the cases. I find
the anterior and posterior compresses of lint, as applied by
Mr. Luke, to afford all the support necessary, and have been
able to dispense with the use of bandages or rollers, trusting to
sutures, compresses, and adhesive plaster, alone, to support the
flaps. Bandages and rollers appear to me to soak up the dis-
charge, to prevent hemorrhage being readily noticed, and if
much blood or discharge soak into them they become stiff,
difficult to be removed, and perhaps bring some arterial liga-
tures with them. Mr. Critchett, in his work on Ulcers, says
that "complete and uniform support cannot be obtained by an
ordinary bandage, however skilfully applied;" and it is true
that an ordinary roller applied to a stump after amputation,
soon cuts in one place and becomes loose in another, thus de-
feating its object. Mr. Fergusson, in his "Practical Surgery,"
p. 161, says : " I do not deem it requisite always to apply
- even a somewhat loose roller; I have seen a stump of a thigh
admirably treated without any covering at all." Mr. Luke’s
method of dressing effectually does away with the " thick,
greasy dressings," which Mr. Fergusson so much abhors. Mr.
Guthrie, in his "Military Surgery, describes this method of
- dressing, and says that ’’ bandage is to be applied carefully
around the stump." This may, I think, be safely omitted, and
then we have a dressing more safe, cleanly, and comfortable than
any other ever devised. The discharge from the track of the
ligatures is not soaked up, the ligatures themselves are not in-
terfered with when the dressings are removed, and the limb
Tests comfortably on its posterior cushion, whilst the anterior
constantly presses the upper flap towards the lower, preventing
the danger of haemorrhage to any extent, and favouring the
immediate union of the whole extent of both flaps. I believe
Mr. Luke’s method of amputation and dressing will be adopted
over the whole civilised world, as the best ever yet imagined,
being perfect in theory, perfect in practice.
I am induced to send these remarks to THE LANCET, hoping
that they may lead surgeons in the United States, who read
that Journal, to make a trial of Mr. Luke’s method. I am
satisfied that they would never leave it for any other.
I am, Sir, yours respectfully,
Weymouth 1856. C.  R. C. S  
PURGATIVES IN STRANGULATED HERNIA.
GEO. MACILWAIN,
Formerly Surgeon to the City of London
Truss Society, &c.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
T SIR, -As the original papers are in THE LANCET, and con-
sidering the practical importance of the subject, may I beg
. you, in courtesy, to admit the accompanying letter into thatjournal, extracted from a contemporary in which the report
appeared. Your so doing will oblige, Sir, your very obedient
servant, 
’ Court-yard Albany, 
. August 26th, 1856. 
In your number for the 9th of the present month, in a re-
port of some clinical observations, by Mr. Stanley of St. Bartho-
lomew’s, on the subject of Purgatives in Strangulated Hernia,
and what he justly states as their fatal consequences, your
reporter represents Mr. Stanley as saying that " he had had
bushels of cases where the fatal peritonitis may be traced to
the drastic purge; that (speaking of many years ago at the
hospital) there were regular pitched battles for the cause of
Glauber’s salts, elaterium, or croton oil, as the case might be,
till it began to appear that the manna or magnesia men, the
weak aperients, carried the day. Some one then suggested no
purgative at all; that, he need not say now, is the proper
treatment. Purgative medicine is almost sure to do mischief
if prescribed before the fourth day, and even then it must be a
mild warm-water enema.’
"There is very much in the whole requiring remark, as incor-
rect in an historical point of view, of which some notice may
be taken by-and-bye. I wish at present to observe, that as I
respectfully lay claim to whatever merit may attach to having
been the first to denounce, both in my public writings and
private teachings, the employment of purgatives in strangu.
J ated hernia, I beg your attention to the proofs of it; as also
to the evidence that, however he may have, by some defec-
of memory, forgotten it, to no single person was this better
known than to Mr. Stanley.
" Circumstances arising out of an appointment which brought
under my care several thousand cases of rupture every year,
. naturally drew my attention very early to the subject in gene-
ral, and to strangulated hernia especially. In my treatment
of these cases, I very soon began to doubt the propriety of
. aperients; and it is now upwards of twenty years since I prac-
tically abandoned them, or used them only in the restricted
manner in which I contend they are alone admissible.
" Finding that I could not influence others, I was urged to
send a paper to the Royal Medical and Chirurgical Society. I
had very good reasons for dou btid g Ni hether that was a good
arena for the discussion of a practice opposed to the hospital
routine, and so strongly supported by the two most accredited
writers of the day, Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Travers. Urged at
length by witnessing a case of Mr. Stanley’s, in which 1 had in
vain suggested the withholding of purgatives, I drew out a
paper for the Society above mentioned. Although I could not
quote a great authority for that entire abandonment of purga-
tives which I advocated, I produced plenty of references to
cases and authors, showing that at least a misgiving in regard
to them was not new. The paper was sent back for abstract,
without (as the Secretary, Mr. Perry, admitted) being read.
I made the abstract, and it was read in February, 1842; but it
produced so few proselytes that it was not even published in
the "Transactions." " Well assured, however, of its practical
truth, and mortified by seeing every year the numerous victims
which, I was persuaded, were sacrificed to a mischievous prac-
tice, I, in 1845, sent the papers to THE LANCET, where they
will be found in the volume for that year, at pages 260, 283,
and 315. The paper at page 283 is wholly devoted to the sub-ject of purgative medicines, and the mischief resulting from
their use in strangulated hernia.
" Now, Sir, as Mr. Stanley has had himself bushels of such
cases,’ he will no doubt agree with the result of my investiga-
tions-viz., that, as hundreds of lives have been sacrificed to
the peritonitis consequent on purgatives given in strangulated
hernia, hundreds of lives will be saved by the abandonment of
that practice; and, as I taught and practised the more rational
treatment for many years, amidst all sorts of opposition, mor-
tification, ridicule, and neglect; and as Mr. Stanley, at the time,
certainly knew of, and exemplified in his own practice the in-
efficiency of, my endeavours to influence others, I think the
term ’some one,’ and, in another part of the report, the word
 accident,’ are hardly just, especially in relation to an old and
working pupil of that hospital, whose scientific .claims it is the
duty of the teachers to guard. It is true that Mr. Stanley has
; passed that period of life when Mr. Abernethy recommended
